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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 8-10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hua et al. 
(US Patent #7,142,240). 

[Claim 8] 

Hua et al. teaches a method of driving a photosensitive device (figure 3, image sensor array 30), 
comprising a matrix of photo-sensitive pixels (APS 1 1) distributed at the intersections of rows 
and columns of the matrix (figure 3), which consists in subjecting the matrix to an image cycle 
that includes a resetting phase prior to an image acquisition phase (col. 3 lines 61-67), wherein 
rows of the matrix are distributed in several groups (col. 4 lines 38-44), the method consists, 
during the resetting phase, in resetting all the rows of any one group simultaneously and in 
resetting each group of rows in succession and wherein all the rows in any one group are disjoint 
(col. 4 lines 1-11 teach that the whole sensor is reset sequentially but one or more rows are reset 
simultaneously, col. 4 lines 41-44 teach that the groups of rows are not necessarily adjacent). 
[Claim 9] 

Hua teaches wherein the rows in any one group need not be adjacent (col. 4 lines 41-44) and also 
teach that the group has one or more rows (col. 4 lines 38-41). It would be a matter of design 
choice or an obvious variation based on the teachings of Hua to have the rows separated by at 
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least two rows that do not belong to the group in question since this design feature would 
produce no unexpected results. 
[Claim 10] 

Hua teaches in col. 4 lines 38-41 teach that each group has one or more rows. Therefore it would 
be a matter of design choice or an obvious variation based on the teachings of Hua to have the 
groups with similar number of rows since this design feature would produce no unexpected 
results. 
[Claim 13] 

Hua teaches sequentially resetting the rows of the image sensor wherein it consists in waiting 
until the resetting of a group has been completed before starting to reset another group (col. 4 
lines 9-11, lines 38-44). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hua et al. (US 
Patent #7,142,240). 

[Claim 11] 

Hua fails to teach wherein the distribution of the rows in a group forms a comb (Applicant's 
specification defines a comb as a sensor that has rows uniformly spaced apart). However Official 
Notice is taken that it is very well known to have an image sensor that has rows spaced apart 
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equally in order to have a better quality image by virtue of pixel array being equally spaced 
apart. 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hua et al. (US 
Patent # 7,142,240), Raynor et al. (US PG-PUB 200201 14025) and in further view of Arques 
(US Patent # 4,957,659). 
[Claim 14] 

Hua fails to teach wherein the image acquisition phase is followed by a read phase during which 
a first electrical pulse is sent in succession to each row of the matrix, the first pulse making it 
possible to read the quantity of charge stored in the photosensitive pixels during the image 
acquisition phase, in that, during the reset phase, a second electrical pulse is sent to all the rows 
in any one group, in order to reset the rows in the group, and wherein the first and second pulses 
are substantially identical. However Raynor et al. teaches The readout mechanism then proceeds 
in a row sequential fashion, similar to the mechanism used in the 3T pixels. As all the pixels in 
the array are reset and measured simultaneously, the array captures a snapshot of the light pattern 
falling on the sensor (Paragraph 8). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Hua and Raynor, 
it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to 
have a read phase during which a first electrical pulse is sent in succession to each row of the 
matrix, the first pulse making it possible to read the quantity of charge stored in the 
photosensitive pixels during the image acquisition phase, in that, during the reset phase, a second 
electrical pulse is sent to all the rows in any one group, in order to reset the rows in the group in 
order as the total time for the collection of light is reduced which leads to a reduced chance for a 
camera shake. Hua in view of Raynor fails to teach that the resetting and reading pulses are 
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identical. However Arques teach that the resetting and reading pulses are substantially identical 
in order to have an image that has lesser noise because of similar shape pulses applied during 
reset and readout (col. 9 lines 12-16). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Hua, Raynor 
and Arques, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been 
motivated to have the resetting and reading pulses are substantially identical in order to have an 
image that has lesser noise because of similar shape pulses applied during reset and readout. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
6. Claim 12 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YOGESH K. AGGARWAL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7360. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00AM-5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on (571)-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Y ogesh K Aggarwal/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



